












































source of contamination. So your earlier question, Board Member Ives, on septic tanks
that is a PSOC with a code that is assigned by the state. So we’re not deciding which are
the PSOCs, we are just trying to inventory the ones that are within the Source Water
Protection area. ;

CHAIR ROYBAL: Okay, Commissioner Hansen.

Speaking away from the microphone, Commissioner Hansen asked whether a source
water protection plan had been done for LANL. Ms. Hill responded that they had not
although there is extensive monitoring in place for contaminants from LANL.
Commissioner Hansen requested that the Buckman protection plan extend up to Guaje
and Los Alamos Canyons. '

Commissioner Hansen said she agreed with Councilor Harris that LANL and the
Espafiola wastewater systems need to be included within the study area.

MS. HILL: In other communities, like livestock grazing, fertilizer
operations, you know, there’s all types of businesses in an urban setting, dry cleaners,
that wouldn’t be mapped by any source. It just has to be somewhat reported by the
community. ‘

We are mapping some of these potential sources of contamination even if they are
outside the area so that it is shown on the map. So that’s why we are mapping them
outside of the area.

CHAIR ROYBAL: We’ll go back to Councilor Ives.

COUNCILOR IVES: Sorry, I believe San Ildefonso also has a wastewater
treatment facility, just to add that to the mix. And then finally you heard talk shortly
before this presentation about the MOU that is being worked on with Los Alamos, will
that be integrated into this plan in some way?

MS. BAKER: We have talked about it in the text of the plan. I don’t have
any — I think 2015, I believe was the last update to it and so those updates are already
included in the text. If there is something since then, we’d obviously like to include that
but it is already part of the plan.

COUNCILOR IVES: And I suppose I’d turn to you Chuck in terms of
when we think we’ll have that MOU ready to move forward?

MR. VOKES: Mr. Chair, and Councilor, the goal is to get it done before
it expires in December. And so way in advance of December is my goal. I would hope
that September/October we would have something firm in place. And there are going to
be, obviously, opportunities for input by the Board. That’s what I’m seeking in the July
meeting, maybe some substance that says here are the two things that we are working on
and then from there is just the processes and who does what.

COUNCILOR IVES: Begs the question of given the Source Water
Protection Plan for the BDD is likely to be in place before the MOU is finalized
hopefully in September/October but at least by December, are there means of modifying
the Source Water Protection Plan when something significant like that happens and how
do we go about that?

MS. BAKER: As Jennifer had already mentioned, it’s a living document.
What we typically do, and I think even in our power point we have that it is finalized just
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to indicate that it’s living and breathing and never quite final, but we typically give the
document to whatever entity as a Word document so it is very readily easy to update and
change as things come up. So they should be able to adjust the text as necessary when
those things happen.

COUNCILOR IVES: So adjustments to the plan once it is in place can be
done by BDD acting alone?

MS. BAKER: That’s Step 5, is the implementation. One of the main
recommendations that we give to that entity is that they are responsible to include any
updates , relevant updates to the plan as it becomes necessary.

R e S £

COUNCILOR IVES: Good. gt

MS. HILL: Mr. Chair and Councilor, I just add one more thing, just to 5‘%’
sort of clarify with these so really this is something that the assistance we offer to any bl
water system that is in New Mexico and it is something that a water system can undertake fﬁj
on their own. We actually have a toolkit online that water systems can go on and they E;:
can make their own plan. We suggest that that’s an important part of protecting your o
source water. And so but part of our program because we have funding from EPA to o

bring assistance to systems, we go to different systems to ask — or systems come to us
asking about the plans.

So really this is your plan that we are just assisting you with doing. So it’s all
you. And there’s no official approval process. If you all want to bring about some
ordinances as part of implementing the Source Water Plan that is something that some
communities have done. But there is no actual stamp of approval. The document does
get signed just by the team members that are involved but NMED doesn’t quote approve
the document. It’s a voluntary document. And so it really just is — we’re just helping
Chuck and the rest of the folks to make this document. So that’s why it can be updated,
absolutely, as often as needed. We just have recommendations as far as involving the
team and expanding the team like you suggested and things like that.

COUNCILOR IVES: And I certainly don’t want appear anything but
grateful for the assistance in doing this.

You mentioned that Santa Fe — there’s one also for the Santa Fe River.

MS. HILL: For the City of Santa Fe.

COUNCILOR IVES: For the City of Santa Fe.

MS. HILL: Because you’re so intertwined we wanted to do the plans at
the same time so we actually sat down with Chuck and sat down with Alex Puglisi with
the City and planned to work on these plans more or less simultaneously. I think adding
LANL or adding Los Alamos would be a great idea of what we would like to see in the
plans moving forward is to do clusters of these plans and recognizing that — you know,
there are certain areas in New Mexico that are completely isolated from any other areas.
But there are a lot of areas like Santa Fe and Los Alamos that are not isolated and to
recognize that and to put together clusters of source water plans. So certainly bringing
Los Alamos and the Lab into that mix is an important next step going forward.

COUNCILOR IVES: And you mentioned that the Santa Fe plan itself was
already out of comment?

MS. HILL: The presentation was in March — early April that that plan got
started so it’s still in its processing phase. So it’s still out there for comment.

COUNCILOR IVES: Okay, I might simply ask our water staff in the back
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to maybe provide a copy to the — certainly I would be interested in looking at it — he’s
probably already sent it to me three times.

MR. CARPENTER: Yeah, we’ll get you that copy. I think I can mail it
to you, if not I’ll get you a hard copy.

COMMISSIONER HAMILTON: I would be interested in looking at that
too, so maybe you could include several of us.

MR. CARPENTER: We’ll have it sent to the Board.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Okay, do we have any other additional questions? I'd
like to thank you all for being here, great job.

CONSENT ITEMS:

12.  Request for approval of Amendment No. 4 to the Legal Services Agreement
with Long, Komer & Associates, PA in the amount of $222,000 exclusive of
NMGRT for FY 2017/2018

MS. ROMERO: Mr. Chair, members of the Board, on January 13, 2015,
the Buckman Direct Diversion Board approved our request to award RFP for legal
services to Long, Komer & Associates to serve as legal counsel for the Buckman Direct
Diversion Board. This request will extend the award for services for July 1, 2017 to June
30, 2018 which is year three within the allowed extension period. The amendment will
increase compensation for the amended term in the amount of $222,000 exclusive of any
applicable gross receipts tax.

In my memo I did outline the scope of services that were part of the original
contract and any amendments. If you have any question.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Okay, do we have questions of the Board? Councilor
Harris.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Thank you, Chair. My question is really, and I
spoke with Ms. Romero earlier, my questions really kind of are global. They apply to
really four of — the four amendments that we have in front of us that have dollar amounts
and in each case my question to Ms. Romero was are these numbers within the approved
budget for fiscal year 17/18.

MS. ROMERO: Mr. Chair, Councilor Harris, these numbers were a part
of the budget that was brought to the Board for approval, that is correct.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Right, and as part of that discussion you told me
that we’re going to have — though we’ve seen the draft budget we’re going to have the
final copy perhaps for our July meeting.

MS. ROMERO: That is correct. We will bring the budget back for the
Board to formally adopt it at the July meeting.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: All right, very good. And so as Councilor Ives
knows, one of the things that T always look at on the Finance Committee and it’s just kind
of a risk management issue and I’m sure the folks from Daniels Insurance will appreciate
this, is certificates of insurance. I think just as a matter of practice since those — yes, you
always referenced that a certificate of insurance was attached to the original contract but
here we have amendment 4, amendment 4, amendment 2 and amendment 4, so I’ve asked
that just as a matter of practice we have a current certificate of insurance that shows the
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coverages that are required and including, if it is required, professional liability coverage
which is a very substantial issue and I’'m sure, for instance, that Long, Komer &
Associates has ample professional liability coverage. I don’t think you would sleep well
at night if you didn’t, Ms. Long. But anyways, I’m always surprised with the number of
PSAs that we look at and I described a recent contract this is sizable to Ms. Romero that
did not have the professional liability coverage so she agreed that that’s a good practice
and so, again, that doesn’t necessarily apply to all of them, and you may want to talk to
Ms. Boltrek at some point, the risk management person within the City, there’s a waiver
form that is there if it’s really determined that professional liability coverage is not

appropriate but in most cases it’s identified in the PSA as being needed. w5

MS. ROMERO: Mr. Chair, members of the Board, we will start including E?E’
those in our amendments and you are correct, Ms. Boltrek actually did send out the i
waiver to all City employees. So I do have that and if it is needed we will complete that T'
form. And when we get these amendments routed through purchasing and approvals ijé:
through the City I will make sure that the updated certificate of insurances are included in o
that approval process. ol

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Okay, very good. That’s what I had, Chair,
thank you. And I’ll move to approve.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Okay, so we have a motion.

COUNCILOR IVES: Second.

The motion passed by unanimous voice vote.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Thank you, Mackie. That’s it for our consent agenda
items except number 16 which we have moved to after executive session.

DISCUSSION AND ACTION

17.  Request for approval to enter into a Joint Funding Agreement with the US
Geological Survey in the amount of $73,186 for FY 2017/18 for the annual
maintenance of the BDD stream-gage ($17,500) and for sediment sampling
unit installation and maintenance ($55,686)

MS. ROMERO: Mr. Chair, members of the Board, the initial objective of
the Joint Funding Agreement was associated with the ENS program of the 2015 DOE and
BDD Board MOU for determining diversion due to Los Alamos/Pueblo Canyons’ flows.
As being one of the best in the field, the USGS, we did approach them and requested
installation of a BDD stream gage and monitoring station located upstream on the BDD
diversion.

This project was divided into four phases of implementation. Phase I was the first
installation of a stream gage and this completed in June 2016. This was not brought to
the Board because it was under the $50,000 threshold. But there is in the back, you can
see the breakdown of how much we paid for that. Phase II was going to be operation and
maintenance of this stream gage and that was a yearly cost of about $17,000 and we did
incur that cost this fiscal year. Phase III is going to be the installation of the sediment
sampling equipment and then it does include operation and maintenance of the settlement

Buckman Direct Diversion Board: June 1, 2017 16



sampling equipment and then it will also include operations and maintenance of the
stream gage equipment. Phase V will be the installation of a high sediment monitoring
equipment and that would be included in future budget years.

We believe that Phase I, in addition to the sediment monitoring and sampling
equipment will be of great value not only for the ENS and stormwater monitoring
programs but for also BDD operations and making decisions and determining the
sediment loading on BDD equipment and possibility of predicting the solids” generation
and maintenance needs. I did include in the memo listing the breakdown of these costs
and the costs that are needed. The last page has the breakdown for Phase II and then
Phase III totaling $$73,186. So if you have any question.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Do we have any questions from the Board?
Councilor Harris.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Yeabh, so, the information is delivered real time
to you, Chuck?

MR. VOKES: Mr. Chair and Councilor, the information is online to i
anyone as a USGS station is. So it is real time information that we will be receiving.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Okay, so I assume just as a matter of practice
somebody within your operation whether it’s your, for instance the operations
superintendent or somebody will look at this on a regular basis, daily basis?

MR. VOKES: Yes, Councilor. That’s right at the top of my things to do
when I first get to the office. I look at the Otowi Gage and I also compare it with our new
gage that we have.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: All right, very good. Thank you, Chair.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Commissioner Hamilton.

COMMISSIONER HAMILTON: So the attachment to the memorandum,
is that the annual recurring operating and maintenance cost?

MS. ROMERO: Yes, you see the 17,500 is the recurring operation and
maintenance cost for the stream gage and then we’ll have an additional $35,194 for
operation and maintenance for the sediment sampling equipment. So there’s a
maintenance cost for both, the stream gage and the sediment equipment they both have a
separate maintenance cost. And all of these numbers were included in our budget request
that was brought to the Board back in March.

COMMISSIONER HAMILTON: Where is the gage located?

MR. VOKES: Mr. Chair, Commissioner, the gage is approximately 1,000
yards above the diversion. It was a site that was picked by the USGS using their
expertise. Again, it was implemented last June and it took roughly two months for them
to calibrate the flow readings and the level readings. So we’ve been receiving that
information steadily. We all recognize the importance of the sediment loading on the
BDD and so we felt that this was an additional tool. The USGS is the best in the industry
at monitoring and doing this type of analysis. So we’re very excited to proceed with this
next phase which is the sediment monitoring. The third phase that is mentioned will be
evaluated based on the information that we get from this new station.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Okay, we also have Councilor Ives that had a
question and then we’ll go to Councilor Harris.

COUNCILOR IVES: Questions on the sediment sampling; that will be
1,000 yards above BDD as well in the same location as the water gage?
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MR. VOKES: Yes, Mr. Chair and Councilor, it is an online unit that will

become part of the station. However, the sediment sampling probe does take a lot of g}
work. There’s an additional hand sampling that they have to do frequently on a monthly =
basis and make sure that it is reading accurately. So that is what the initial expense is, it it
takes a lot more intervention to ensure the accuracy of that. ?;

COUNCILOR IVES: And is it in a sense a turbidity measures? What i1
exactly when we say we’re measuring the sediment, what do we mean? E}

MR. VOKES: We will actually be measuring the solids content at that 7]
point in the river. So we can see the impacts of not only comparing what occurs at Otowi e
where they have such equipment in place but comparing our numbers to the Otowi ugl
numbers plus the impacts of the Los Alamos canyons sediment loading at BDD. %‘

COUNCILOR IVES: So it’s taking a percentage of the sample taken in ‘;:
the river, the percentage of solids in the sample but does it tell us anything about what ",
those solids are or constituent parts or those sorts of things? ﬁg:

MR. VOKES: Councilor, I believe the percent solids is not looking at rs:l

particle size or anything that specific and I think that that’s the next program that we may
look at is it would give us additional sizing and additional information towards that.
Currently the solids monitoring capabilities that we have is pretty much staff driven to
where we’re going down there and collecting samples, grab samples, and determining
what those levels are. So the USGS has this capability of providing real time online
measurements and so that’s what we’re hoping and that’s what they will be providing.

COUNCILOR IVES: It says that, this will be of great value not only for
the ENS and stormwater management programs but also for BDD operations; could you
flesh that out a little bit for me? How is it going to be of great benefit/great value for
ENS, stormwater monitoring programs and BDD operations?

MR. VOKES: Mr. Chair, Councilor, the measurements that we have are
mostly turbidity online and equating those to the actual solids in the river is an
extrapolation at best, it’s an educated guess. And so if we were looking at say wear of
equipment and can compare the loading rates on the equipment to the wear that we’re
seeing at the facility, I think that helps us put some more science and predictability into
understanding why our equipment wearing, how often the equipment will need to be
replaced. As far as from the operations side, we have a turbidity limit of 600 that we use
as a target for shutting down diversion. It may be that with this additional sediment
loading we have a more scientific way of determining what that limit would be. So a lot
of those things we are speculating that, yes, they will be helpful. The more information
we have then the more we can apply it to what we’re seeing within the facilities.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Any more questions from the Board? Yes.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Just one more, Mr. Chair. Mr. Vokes, this seems
to be, you know, almost ideal for some other funding source, a grant application whether
it’s at the federal level or the state level. Do you think potentially there’s other funding
sources for this?

MR. VOKES: Mr. Chairman, Councilor, I do think we will be pursuing
additional grants and looking at those informations. There’s a lot of science to be done at
the BDD. I'm interested in us sharing that science with the rest of the world too. So we
will certainly be looking at those costs and if there are particular grants or whether it’s
from the Environment Department or other sources, we will pursue those because it is an
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expensive program, I do recognize that. But I think it’s a high value program. F‘"‘

COUNCILOR HARRIS: I would agree with you on both counts and I'm %

glad to hear that you’re thinking along those lines. Thank you, Chair. #
CHAIR ROYBAL: Thank you, Councilor. Are there any other %1

questions? Okay, a motion. g}
COUNCILOR HARRIS: Move to approve, sir. i
COUNCILOR IVES: Second. &

CHAIR ROYBAL: Motion and a second. i

The motion passed by unanimous voice vote. %5::
N

18.  Request for approval to contract with American Alternative Insurance Corp. ‘;‘:
for BDD Insurance Policies including Real Property coverages in the amount s,

of $142,793 . e

MS. ROMERO: Mr. Chair, members of the Board, we are requesting
approval to accept a policy with American Alternative Insurance. This policy would be
effective July 1, 2017 to July 1, 2018. Currently, under the Joint Powers Agreement the
Board is required to carry coverage separate and apart from the partners respective
policies, therefore, the Board has contracted with Daniels Insurance who serves as the
agent and broker for the Board. Daniels has remarketed our account to several
companies, however, only one of those companies was able to provide a competitive bid
based on our expiring premiums. That company was American Alternative. They have
been or policy holder for several years and offer us the coverages as I've outlined in the
memo including our increased flood coverage. I think it’s important to note that our
premium was increased by less than 1 percent from what we paid last year given our
property values did increase by 4 percent as they do every year.

Like I said, George Segura from Daniels Insurance so I’ll go ahead and let him
say a couple of words about the policy.

GEORGE SEGURA (Daniels Insurance): Mr. Chair, members of the
Board, good evening. Joining me this evening I have Steve Crawford he’s our vice
president at Daniels Insurance and I’ve also brought Cheryl Warner who is with
Glatfelter through American Alternatives. She is the vice president and regional manager
for the insurance company. She is instrumental in putting these programs together. So I
wanted her to put in a few words as well as far as their experience nationally, what
they’re seeing from a claims standpoint nationally and so forth. As Mackie indicated,
we’ve been the broker since 2011. Each year we go out to market on behalf of the Board.
This year we had declinations based on the current pricing which is excellent. And then
we also have the issue of the large amount of property values in one concentrated area.
We’ve got a total of $180 million of property. Just as a reference, I believe Santa Fe
County has a little bit over $220 million, so it’s a large amount of property in a
concentrated area. What we’ve done is, American Alternative, like she stated, came in at
$142,793 versus $142,054 last year which is less than a 1 percent increase overall. We
increased the flood coverage this year to $5 million from $1 million. The year before
that, we added the solar array over — [ believe it is at Booster Station 2A. The coverages
that we are going to be renewing and propose that we renew are the general liability
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that’s $1 million for any one occurrence. That’s $3 million in the aggregate. Our public

officials liability are cyber liability, automobile liability, and then we have a $5 million g
umbrella that sits on top of those underlayers. We have property coverage in the amount b
of $186 million; last year was $179. What they do is they have a cost index they increase 4
it by 4 percent every year and we include the coverage for boiler/machinery. Again, we g’:
have the flood and earthquake coverage, failure to supply coverage comes under our ¥y
general liability coverage and of course our excess liability sits above the failures to ';‘E:
supply as well. That being said, if I may I’d like to introduce Cheryl and she can give a ,,",
couple of quick words about American Alternative. =

CHERYL WARNER: Hi, my name is Cheryl Warner with Glatfelter el
Public Practice. Thank you for having me and also thank you for your continued &E‘
partnership with us. Glatfelter is a program manager and our carrier partner, our ffgi
insurance carrier partner for our water and our public entity program and for the majority LY
of the programs that we have is American Alternative. American Alternative is Munic f;:‘*:
Re Company. Munic Re is the largest reinsurer in the world and just so you know, ot
Glatfelter is American Alternatives largest single client, if you will, largest single l

producer of premium for them. And we’ve had over a 20 year relationship with them.
And I mention that because that gives some credibility to the fact that we have a very
trusted relationship Glatfelter is like an extension of the carrier. They don’t have to go
out and hire underwriters or have specialty underwriters or claims people that specialize
in this type of industry. So with that, we manage our own claims. We underwrite and we
provide these coverages on special forms unique to the water industry and public entity
industry countrywide and we also provide our own risk control. So that is how we are
able to have such a successful program and we’re always looking for way to add
coverages such as adding cyber coverage a few years ago, so constantly adding coverage.
We just added some more and we work with trusted brokers like the Daniels Insurance
Agency to basically be our distribution. And so with that we’ve managed over 30,000
claims and the culture at Glatfelter is to look for ways to do the right thing and pay the
claims and not look for, you know, ways to deny claims. So I think that’s something
when you’re looking at insurance that’s really a critical piece worth that kind of a
relationship. And I was just thinking if there’s anything else that you may have, you
know, we work with Twig, as they know you as George, I’ll turn it back to you.

MR. SEGURA: Thank you much. Anybody have any questions
regarding the current program or the renewal as presented?

CHAIR ROYBAL: Councilor Harris.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Yeah, I was just curious, Mr. Segura, about our
claims history. We don’t need to go too far back but — zero?

MR. SEGURA: We have one which I’d have to defer that to Nancy but
other than that we have nothing.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Okay, all right.

MR. SEGURA: You’re doing excellent. We had loss control out here this
year. 1 went out with them. We went to the diversion structure and the one thing that he
recommended, I believe we got with Chuck on this, was the use of infrared thermography
and that is to identify any hot spots within electrical equipment. Historically, it’ll show
up any type of deterioration or anything you might have. So basically it’s a risk
management tool to provide losses from happening.
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COUNCILOR HARRIS: Right, that was going to be my next question
about loss control. I heard Ms. Warner speak to that as part of the Glatfelter approach
and so I wondered how that has been applied to Buckman Direct Diversion.

MR. SEGURA: Just had him out here a couple of months ago and I went
with him and we did a tour of the plant. We took him to the diversion structure and he
got to take a look at everything and his main concern was the infrared thermography.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Good and I’'m sure Mr. Vokes or Ms. Romero
pointed out the new lighting that we have --

MR. SEGURA: Oh, yeah.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: -- for security issues and a number of things.

MR. SEGURA: And the cameras and so forth that have been forth
coming. Yes, sir.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: All right, thank you, sir.

MR. SEGURA: Yes, sir.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Thank you, Chair.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Councilor Ives.

COUNCILOR IVES: I’m looking at page 3 of my materials which is
under the heading “evaluation” and it notes that American Alternative provides coverage
for over 3,900 water utilities nationally, an impressive number, and then you call out
three different joint power agreements. How is insuring a joint power agreement
fundamentally different than a water utility?

MR. SEGURA: It’s not. Essentially, we have different entities that we
need to name on a policy under that as a named insurer because JPAs are formed by the
entities themselves, cities, counties and so forth. And then they have the ability to name
each one of those authorities. In this case, Santa Fe County, City of Santa Fe, Las
Campanas as the named insured on the policy.

COUNCILOR IVES: Thank you.

MR. SEGURA: Yes, sir.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Do we have any other questions? Okay, what the
pleasure of the Board?

COUNCILOR IVES: Move to approve.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Second.

CHAIR ROYBAL: We have a motion and a second. All those in favor

signify by saying aye.
Motion passed by unanimous voice vote.
MATTERS FROM THE PUBLIC

CHAIR ROYBAL: Is there anyone from the public who would like to
address the Board? I don’t see anybody from the public so we’re going to close matters
from the public.

MATTERS FROM THE BOARD

CHAIR ROYBAL: I do have something that I need to read into the
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record, but I’ll defer to my colleagues first. Anything? Seeing no comments.

I’d like to read into the record: 1 will state for the record and our minutes that
the only matter discussed during the executive session for our last Board meeting on
May 4, 2017 as well as our special meeting held on May 24, 2017 was the matters as
stated in the motion to go into executive session and no action was taken.

Seeing as we don’t have any other matters from the Board, we’ll go ahead and
close matters from the Board.

NEXT REGULAR MEETING: Thursday, July 6, 2017@ 4:15pm

EXECUTIVE SESSION
In accordance with the New Mexico Open Meetings Act NMSA 1978 Section
10-15-1(H)(7), discussion regarding threatened or pending litigation in which
the BDDB is, or may become a participant, including without limitation:
Discussion regarding Diversion Structure issues

CHAIR ROYBAL: Ms. Long.

MS. LONG: Yes, Mr. Chair. I would ask for a motion to go into
executive session in accordance with the New Mexico Open Meetings Act for the
purpose as stated on the agenda and you’ll need a roll call vote.

COUNCILOR IVES: So moved.

COMMISSIONER HAMILTON: Second.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Can we get aroll call?

The motion to go into executive session passed by unanimous [5-0] roll call vote as
follows:

Commissioner Roybal Aye
Councilor Ives Aye
Commissioner Hamilton Aye
Board Member Helms Aye
Councilor Harris Aye

[The Board met in executive session from 5:50 p.m. to 6:35 p.m.]

CHAIR ROYBAL.: I need a motion to come out of executive session.

COUNCILOR IVES: I move that the Board come out of executive
session stating for the record that the discussion in executive session was limited to the
matters noted on the agenda.

COUNCILOR HARRIS: Second.

CHAIR ROYBAL: Motion and second from Councilor Harris. All those
in favor.

The motion passed by unanimous voice vote.

16.  Request for approval of Amendment No. 3 to the Legal Services Agreement
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between Sheehan & Sheehan, PA to extend the term of the agreement by one
(1) year, terminating on June 30, 2018

MS. ROMERO: Mr. Chair, members of the Board, on December 3, 2015,
the Buckman Direct Diversion Board approved our request to award RFP for legal
services to Sheehan & Sheehan. This request will extend the award for services for an
additional year terminating on June 30, 2018, which is year three within the allowed
extension period. Are there any questions?

CHAIR ROYBAL: Do we have questions from the Board? Okay, seeing
no questions what’s the pleasure of the Board? Councilor Ives.

COUNCILOR IVES: I would move to approve and note that there’s no
additional funding involved in this particular request.

MS. ROMERO: That is correct.

COUNCILOR IVES: Move to approve.

COMMISSIONER HAMILTON: Second.

CHAIR ROYBAL: We have a motion and a second, all those in favor

signify by saying aye.
The motion passed by majority [4-1] voice vote with Member Helms voting against.

ADJOURNMENT

Having completed the agenda, Chair Roybal declared this meeting adjourned at
approximately 6:40 p.m.
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EXHIBIT

Buckman Direc! Diversion

AGENDA
The City of Santa Fe
And
Santa Fe County

Buckman Direct Diversion Board Meeting

THURSDAY, JUNE 1, 2017
4:15 PM
CITY HALL
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
200 LINCOLN

CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL

APPROVAL OF AGENDA
APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM THE MAY 4, 2017 BUCKMAN
DIRECT DIVERSION BOARD MEETING

REPORT ON MAY 31, 2017 FISCAL SERVICES AUDIT
COMMITTEE (FSAC)

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

7.

Public Relations Update and BDD Video Premiere. (Bernardine
Padilla) VERBAL

Monthly Update on BDD operations. (Charles Vokes)

Report from the Executive Director. (Charles Vokes) VERBAL




10.

Report on Source Water Protection Plan for Buckman Direct
Diversion. (Jennifer Hill)

CONSENT AGENDA

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Request for approval of a Budget Amendment Resolution to the
current FY 2016/2017 Operating Budget to move $95,000 from
Electricity to Chemicals ($45,000) and Solids Disposal ($50,000)
categories. (Mackie Romero)

Request for approval of Amendment No. 4 to the Legal Services
Agreement with Long, Komer and & Associates, PA in the amount of
$222,000 exclusive of NMGRT for FY 2017/2018. (Mackie Romero)

Request for approval of Amendment No. 4 to the Professional Services
Agreement with Chavez Security in the amount of $ 143,618.85
exclusive of NMGRT for FY 2017/2018. (Mackie Romero)

Request for approval of Amendment No. 2 to the Professional Services
Agreement with ALS Global in the amount of $120,000 inclusive of
NMGRT for FY 2017/2018. (Mackie Romero)

Request for approval of Amendment No. 4 to the Professional Services
Agreement with Alpha Southwest in the amount of $50,000 exclusive
of NMGRT for FY 2017/2018. (Mackie Romero)

Request for approval of Amendment No. 3 to the Legal Services
Agreement between Sheehan & Sheehan, PA to extend the term of the
agreement by one (1) year, terminating on June 30, 2018. (Mackie
Romero and Nancy Long)

DISCUSSION AND ACTION

17.

18.

Request for approval to enter into a Joint Funding Agreement with the
US Geological Survey in the amount of $73,186 for FY-2017/2018 for
the annual maintenance of the BDD stream-gage ($17,500) and for
sediment sampling unit installation and maintenance ($55,686).
(Mackie Romero)

Request for approval to contract with American Alternative Insurance
Corp. for BDD Insurance Policies including Real Property coverages
in the amount of $142,793. (Mackie Romero and George Segura)




MATTERS FROM THE PUBLIC

MATTERS FROM THE BOARD

NEXT REGULAR MEETING: Thursday, July 6,2017 @ 4:15pm
ADJOURN

Executive Session

In accordance with the New Mexico Open Meetings Act NMSA 1978, §10-15-
1(H)(7), discussion regarding threatened or pending litigation in which the BDDB
is, or may become a participant, including without limitation: Discussion
regarding Diversion Structure issues. (Nancy R. Long)

End of Executive Session
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